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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- * Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 October 2003 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1 -8. 10-17,19. 20. 22. 25. 26.31 and 32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-7.10-14.16.19. 20. 22. 25. 26.31 and 32 is/are rejected. 

7) K Claim(s) 8.15 and 17 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner, 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1.78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment A filed 10/20/03. 

2. Claims 1-8, 10-17, 19, 20, 22, 25, 26, 31, 32 are pending in the case. Claims land 10 are 
independent claims. 

3. The rejection of claims 1-8, 10-17, 19, 20, 22, 25, 26, 31, 32 under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Gase has been withdrawn pursuant to the Applicant's amendment. 
Claims 9, 18, 21, 23, 24, 27-30 have been cancelled and claims 31 and 32 have been added in 
accordance with Amendment A. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5 Claims 1-7, 10-14, 16, 19, 20, 22, 25, 26, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Venkatraman et aL, USPN 5,956,487 filed (10/25/96). 
In reference to independent claim 1, Venkatraman teaches: 

A web server that dynamically generates a web page to reflect the updated state of the 
information pertaining to the device. The web server functionality is embedded into the printer 
device by providing software (compare to 'providing a web page from a printer's embedded 
web server to the web browser"). See column 3, lines 33-37 and column 4, lines 23-28. 
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The web browser includes a selection device that enables a user to select objects and 
URL links rendered on the display (compare to "receiving a URL entered into the provided web 
page by the web browser"). The reference demonstrates a method of receiving a URL defined in 
the HTML file through the employment of the web browser, which is used to direct the users 
requests towards other web pages for various printer support functions. See column 7, lines 1- 
21. 

The reference further teaches URL's that are associated with hyperlinks. The hyperlinks 
provide direct access to the Internet and make available a large organization network from which 
a user would be able to search the World Wide Web and locate information regarding related 
printer support functions. 

The reference discloses a device with embedded web access functionality that provides 
device-specific user interface functions. The device includes a network interface and a web 
server along with a monitor. The device represents a wide variety of devices including devices 
such as printers , fax machines, etc. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified the embedded web access mechanism in a 
printer as taught by Venkatraman and printed information gathered via hyperlinks, because it 
would have given the user the added benefit of enhanced and widely accessible user interface 
functions that were employed in printer environments. 
In reference to dependent claim 2, Venkatraman teaches: 

The processor formats the information into the HTML format that defines the web page 
and transfers the HTML formatted information to the web browser via the home-based network. 
See column 6, lines 17-22. 
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In reference to dependent claim 3, Venkatraman teaches: 

The reference demonstrates the utilization of HTML formatting language within the 
embedded web access mechanism. See column 6, lines 17-22. The reference does not explicitly 
teach a web page formatted in the XML format; however, the reference mentions the 
employment of HTTP for communication in a client/server environment. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
HTML formatting techniques of Venkatraman and provided various formatting languages for use 
within a network environment, because it would have given the user the added benefit of having 
structured data passed within a client/server method. 
In reference to dependent claim 4 & 5, Venkatraman teaches: 

Hyperlinks defined in the HTML file direct the web browser to other web pages for 
various printer support functions. See column 7, lines 5-10. The reference discloses a device with 
embedded web access functionality that provides device-specific user interface functions. The 
device includes a network interface and a web server along with a monitor. The device represents 
a wide variety of devices including: printers , fax machines, appliances, etc. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified 
the embedded web access mechanism in a printer as taught by Venkatraman and printed 
information gathered via hyperlinks, because it would have given the user the added benefit of 
enhanced and widely accessible user interface functions that were employed in printer 
environments. 

In reference to dependent claim 6, Venkatraman teaches: 
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The web page may also contain one or more URLs that specify additional web pages 
located elsewhere, external to the device. The reference further discloses hyperlinks defined in 
the HTML file. The device methods taught by Venkatraman demonstrate a link to a document 
that represents printer support functions. See column 6, lines 1-30. 
In reference to dependent claim 7, Venkatraman teaches: 

The large organization network may be referred to as an Intranet and may be implement 
with a variety of communication mechanisms including local area networks connected together 
by various types of communication links. See column 7, lines 23-29. 
In reference to claims 10-14, 16, 19, 20, 22, 25, 26, 31, and 32, the claims recite similar 
limitations to those of claims 1-7, and therefore are rejected under similar rationale. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 8, 15, and 17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10-17, 19, 20, 22, 25, 26, 31, 32 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is respectfully noted, that applicant's incorporation of the newly formed limitations 
within the recited claims changes the scope of the claims limitations when interpreted as a whole. 
Therefore, the instant rejections have been adjusted accordingly. 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 703-305-8043. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 703-308-5186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4700. 
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January 9, 2004 




